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REMARKS 

Status of the Specification 

The Specification has been amended but no new matter has been added. The amendment 
corrects minor errors as requested by the Examiner. 

Status of the Claims 

Claims 1, 9, 10, and 18 have been amended. Support for the amendment can be found in the 
Specification in Figure 4b. 

Claims 1-20 are pending in this application. No new matter has been added. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) 

Claims 1-4, 8, 10-14, 17, and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 

anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 4,421,706 to Feenstra et al. ("Feenstra"). The Examiner contends 
that Feenstra discloses all of the features as recited by the claims. Applicant respectfully traverses 
the rejection for the reasons discussed below. 

Independent claims 1 and 10 have been amended to recite "wherein the capillary tubes do 
not communicate with each other", to clearly recite the feature that different kinds of fluids can be 
filled in the separate capillary tubes without contamination. 

In contrast, Feenstra discloses printing heads for inkjet printers comprising a coupling piece 
1, an alignment plate 5, a pumping section 7, an end plate 11, jet nozzle plates 23, an ink supply 
duct, and constrictions 15. The constrictions 15 are used to prevent ink from directing backwards, 
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which can be formed in the tubes. Applicants submit that the constrictions 15 or the tubes with 
constrictions 15 receive ink from the ink supply duct 17 and therefore, constrictions 15 are 
communicated with each other by the ink supply duct 17 (Feenstra, Figure 1). As such, Feenstra 
does not disclose all of the features as set forth in independent claims 1 and 10. 

Applicants respectfully submit that Feenstra does not teach or suggest every element of 
claims 1 and 10 and request that the rejection be withdrawn. Claims 2-4, 8, and 19 depend from 
claim 1, and claims 11-14, 17, and 20 depend from claim 10, and are therefore allowable based at 
least on their dependence on the independent claims. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
No. 5,047,790 to Cowger et al. ("Cowger") in view of Feenstra. The Examiner contends that the it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Cowger with Feenstra to 
achieve the present invention. Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. 

Independent claims 1 and 10 have been amended to recite "wherein the capillary tubes are 
not communicated with each other". Applicants submit that the argument above regarding Feenstra 
is applicable in traversing this rejection. Additionally, Cowger does not supply the missing teaching 
or suggestion. Thus, none of the cited prior art teaches or suggests Applicants' claimed elements 
and that, therefore, the claims overcome the prior art. 

In addition, Applicants submit that Cowger discloses a controlled capillary ink containment 
for inkjet pens comprising a print head 18, a reservoir 12, and capillary members 10. However, 
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Cowger discloses that the capillary members 10 are thin, flat sheets of wettable material, or wettable 
outer surface positioned in the reservoir 12 (Cowger, column 2, line 55 through column 3, line 2). 
Therefore, the ink is contained only in the reservoir 12 (Cowger, Abstract and column 3, line 63- 
64). Furthermore, Applicants submit that Cowger discloses that the capillary members 10 are 
utilized for its created distance, not for storing ink (Cowger, column 3, lines 16-19 and column 4, 
lines 6-16). 

For the aforementioned reasons, the combination of Cowger and Feenstra does not teach or 
suggest every aspect or feature of the claimed invention. Claims 2-9 and 19 are dependent from 
independent claim 1, and claims 11-18 and 20 are dependent from independent claim 10 and are 
therefore patentable for at least the reasons discussed above with respect to independent claims 1 
and 10. 

Based on the foregoing, the rejection of claims 1-20 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) should be 
withdrawn, and reconsideration is respectfully requested. 
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CONCLUSION 

Each and every point raised in the Office Action dated August 2, 2005 has been addressed 
on the basis of the above amendments and remarks. In view of the foregoing it is believed that all 
claims are in condition for allowance and it is respectfully requested that the application be 
reconsidered and that all pending claims be allowed and the case passed to issue. 

If there are any other issues remaining which the Examiner believes could be resolved 
through a Supplemental Response or an Examinees Amendment, the Examiner is respectfully 
requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number indicated below. 

Dated: October 6, 2005 Respectfully submitted, 

By, 



Louis J. Delfrndice 

Registration No.: 47,522 
DARBY4 DARBY P.C. 
P.O. Box 5257 

New York, New York 10150-5257 
(212) 527-7700 
(212) 527-7701 (Fax) 
Attorneys/ Agents For Applicant 
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